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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tux ust of fifty-two cases which made up the paper of the 
Vacation Judge on Wednesday included Oppenheim v. Mackenzie 
(reported elsewhere), in which an attempt was made to obtaia an 
injunction against the publication of an alleged libel. That 
such an injunction can be grabted is now well established. 
Under the Judicature Acts an injanction may be granted in all 
cases in which it shall appear to the court to be just or cor- 
venient, and no limitation is plated upon this powér. At the 
same time, since the question cf the libel must ultimately come 
before a jury, the courts have been reluctant to do anything 
which may have the effect of prejudging the matter, and the 
rule has been laid down that the jutisdiction is “only to be 
exercised in the clearest cases, where any jury would say that 
the matter complained of was libellous, and where, if the jury 
did not so find, the court would set aside the verdict as un. 
reasonable” (Coulson v. Coulson, 3 Times L. R. 846; Bonnard v, 
Perryman, 39 W. B 435; 1891, 2 Ch. 269). This assumes, gf 
course, that no special defence, such as privilege, is set up. Ta 
the case before Pamximorz, J., it was held that the plaintiff's 
case was not sufficiently clear to justify the intervention of the 
court, and the injunction accordingly was refused. 





Tue metropolitan police magistrates have felt some doubt as 
to the administratioa in their courts of the.“ conscienca 
clause” of the new Vaccination Act. The certificate of con- 
scientious objection which is to exempt the objector from the 
ordinary penalties for failure to have a child vaccinated is to be 
given if the objector “ satisfies two justices or a stipendiary or 
me itan police magistrate in petty sessions that he con- 
scientiously believes that vaccination would be prejudicial to 
the health of the child.” One learned m recently 
suggested the view that he and bis brethren in the London 
courts had no jurisdiction to grant-the-certificate at all, on the 
und that they did not sit ‘‘ia petty sessions.” Obviously the 
assumes that they dososit; and even ifthe assamption wer» 
incorrect this would hardly be sufficient to withhold the juris- 





Triore’ than’one justice of 


diction clearly intended to be to the 
by Parliament, and so, in effect, to exclude the u 
from the operation of the Act. But this objection to the 
jurisdiction, even if it were otherwise well founded) : 
to be removed by the _— of the 
-Act, 1889, s. 18, which defines, not, it is true, tot 
sessions,” but ‘petty sessional odurt” to include ‘the 
Mayor of the City of Londonand any alderman of that city and any 
metropolitan or borough or other n 
celbociool by inw t fo slots an 

by law to — 
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doubted that a metropolitan police magistrate sitting as a petty 
sessional court is sitting in petty sessions. The metropolitan 
magistrates as a body appear to have adopted this view, for at 
@ general meeting held to consider the administration of the 
new Act they have decided “that they will hear applications 
under the Vaccination Act.” They go on to say that they 
‘* will not require applicants to be sworn, but if satisfied upon 
a verbal statement that they have the conscientious objection 
will give.the certificate.” It will be noticed that the Act is 
silent asto the necessity for the taking of an oath in support 
of the conscientious objection: the magistrate is to be 
‘satisfied ” ; and it seems clear that the London magistrates are 
right in holding that sworn evidence is not necessary. a ought, 
however, as already pointed out (ante, p. 725), to see that the 
objection is made in the case of the particular child to whom 
the mento relates, and is nota mere general objection to 
compulsory vaccination as a system. 





THE Letrer from Mr. Cuartzes Cs.uTHERLEY which appeared 
in the Zimes of the 23rd ult. contains a powerful indictment of 
the system of distress as applied to small tenements, It is 
curicus to note that the statute by which a sale of the goods 
seized was first authorized (2 Will. & IM. c. 5) contains a pro- 
vision which shows that distress in the case of the houses of 
emall folk was not then within the contemplation of the 


1 of the Act shows at once that there is no cr me real repre. 
sentative as such, and that the function of holding the real estage 


sonal representative. Under sub-section (1) the real estate is to 
“devolve to and become vested in [the deceased’s} personal 
representatives or representative from time to time as if it were 
a chattel real vesting in them or him.” Where there is no 
personal estate, provision is made that probate and letters of 
administration may be granted in respect of real estate only, 
but even in this case the executor or administrator must be 
looked upon primarily as personal representative. It ig 
in that capacity only that he takes the real estate, and 
although in general his position is well described by the 
phrase “real representative,” yet in strictness he derives all 
his power over the real estate from the fact that he is personal 
representative. It seems to follow that when, under section 3, 
he conveys the real estate to the heir or devisee he ought to 
convey, as our correspondent suggests, in the character which 
is technically his proper character; he should convey, that is, 
as personal representative and not as real representative. The 
point, our correspondent observes, has a further importance in 
that the conveyance “‘ as personal representative’ impo™‘ +i» 
usual implied covenant against incumbrances, whereas a con- 
veyance ‘as real representative” would have no such effect, 
If there were adequate reason for using the term “ real represen. 
tative,” this difficulty could be got over by introducing an express 





Legislature. Before a sale can take place notice of the distress 
must be left ‘‘at the chief mansion h-'use or other most 
“notorious place on the premises.”’ In practice, however, the 
law of distress is most frequently put in force in cases where it 
would puzzle the bailiff to find anything to answer the des- 
cription of a chief mansion house, and it is put in force with 
results which shew an enormous disproportion between the 
benefit to the landlord and the loss to thetenant. ‘‘ Furniture,” 
‘to quote Mr. CaurueriEy's own words, ‘‘ when sold under a 
distress for rent, however fairly the sale may be conducted, 
realizes very little—in fact, it is scarcely an exaggeration to say 
that articles which cost pounds are sold for ebillings. Speaking 
from my own experience, I should say that in the majority of 
instances there is nothing left for the landlord after the expenses 
of the distress and sale are paid; in others but a very small 


covenant, but such a course would be opposed to present con- 
veyancing practice, and, until the position of the real represen- 
tative has one more directly recognized by statute, it will be 
safer to refer to him, where technical accuracy is required, 4 
the personal representative, 





In THE annual report of the Board of Trade on Bankruptcy, 
to which we recently referred, the solicitor to the board, Mr. W, 
Mvrton, calls attention to the case of Re Jzod (46 W. R. 304), 
in which the Court of Appeal (A. L. Surrx and Corns, LJJ., 
Ricsy, L.J., diss.) held that there was jurisdiction to 
rescind a receiving order upon a composition being arranged 
out of court although the public examination of the debtor 
had not been concluded. The Bankruptcy Act, 1890, s. 3, 


proportion of the amount due; and in a very few, possibly not | provides for the liquidation of a debtor’s estate by a composition 
more than 10 per cent. of the whole, is there sufficient to pay | or scheme of arrrangement, but the approval of the court 
the rent in full. It is sad tosee the disproportion between the | ig necessary, and under sub-section 6 the application for 
great, and too often irreparable, injury done to tenants| approval is not to be heard until after the conclusion of 
and the small benefit resulting to landlords under this| the public examination of the debtor. It is the con- 
stem.” It is suggested that, in the case of small tenements, | tention of the Board of Trade that under this provision, 
e landlord would be sufficiently protected if he could| when a receiving order has once been made, the debtor must, 
speedily recover possession of the premises in the event of the | unless he pays 20s. in the £, or unless the receiving order ought 
rent not being paid. At present possession can be recovered | never to have been made, either be adjudged bankrupt, or s 
either before justices or in the county court, but in either | scheme must be approved on the lines indicated in the Act, 
case there is a delay of several weeks. Mr. CavrHERLEY | and that in either case he must undergo a public examination, 
_would confer upon the county courts @ more summary jurisdic- | In Re Jzod, after the receiving order had been made, an arrange- 
tion, and would enable the registrar to make an order for re-| ment was made by which the debtor’s father paid all the 
covery of possession upon a summons returnable in four days. | creditors 10s. in the £, and they withdrew their proofs and 
At the same time the power of distress would be either abolished | released the debtor from their claims. An application was then 
or would be restricted to cases where the rent exceeded 4 | made for the rescission of the receiving order, and, the official 
minimum value. This course would avoid much hardship, and | receiver raising no objection, it was granted. But the Board 
would apparently give to the owners of small tenement property | of Trade disapproved of their officer’s acquiescence 


8 sufficient measure of protection. 





attempted to get the registrar’s order reversed. The difficulty 


of their contention, however, lay.in the fact that section 
3, sub-section 6, of the Act of 1890 only applies where 


WE rnint elsewhere a letter from a correspondent raising | the composition is being carried out under the Act. It is not 


an important question as to the form of conveyance of land by 


till the approval of the court is asked for that the question of 


the personal representatives of a person dying after the 31st of | the conclusion of the public examination of the debtor arises. 


December, 1897. The error—for such it appears to be—into 


Apart from this requirement, section 104 of the Act of 1883 


which the draftsman of the form of conveyance to which he| can be put into operation, which provides that every court 


- Fefers has falien is a natural one. Obviously the intention of 


having jurisdiction in bankruptcy may review, rescind, or vary 


the Legislature in Part I. of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, was | any order made by it. , In the present case the Court of Appeal 
to.create a real representative. This is sufficiently shewn by | held that the registrar had jurisdiction under this section to 
the title prefixed to that part, which runs, ‘‘ Establishment of a | rescind the receiving order, and that, inasmuch as the composi- 


real representative,” and, generally speaking, the intention has 


tion was not carried through under the Act of 1890, the 


_ been garried out, so that, where technical accuracy is not | provision as to the conclusion of the public examination did not 
uired, it is now correct to speak of the real representative apply. And in the circumstances of the particular case, since 


to say that upon him all the real estate of the deceased 


ere was no delinquency on the debtor’s part, and since the 








-devolyes, But an examination of the actual provisions of section | creditors got more under the compromise than they would have 
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got in bankruptey, it was held that the reecission of the receiving 
order was a right exercise of the discretion. Leave to appeal to 
the House of Lords was refused. The view of the Board of 
Trade, accordingly, has been rejected, and in a suitable case a 
debtor can arrange with his creditors outside the Acts and 
obtain a rescission of the receiving order. 








INTERFERENCE WITH STREETS BY LOCAL 
AUTHORITIES. 


Two cases of interest have recently besn decided relating to the 
exercise by local authorities of their statutory powers for the 
alteration of existing streets and the making of new streets 
within the area of their jurisdiction. 

In Southwark and Vauxhall Water Co.v. Wandsworth District 
Board of Works, which came before the Court of Appeal early 
last month, the complaint of the plaintiffs was that the defen- 
dants (who are the highway authority for their district) were 
about to lower the level of certain roadways without at the same 
time lowering the plaintiffs’ water mains and pipes underlying 
the roadways so as to leavea sufficient covering of soil to 
protect them from the weight of the traffic and from frost and 
other sources of injury. No injury had been actually done to 
the mains and pipes by the defendants’ works. These works 
were proposed to be carried out under the powers given to the 
defendants by section 98 of the Metropolis Management Act, 

1855, ‘‘to causethe ground or soil” of their streets ‘to be 
raised or lowered, and the course of the channels running in, 
into, or through the same to be turned or altered in such manner 
as they think proper, and to alter the position of any mains or 
pipes in or under such street, such alteration to be made subject 
to the approval of the engineer of the company to which such 
mains or pipes belong.” Although several authorities were 
cited in the argument before Kzxewicu, J., and in the Oourt of 
Appeal, the precise question does not seem to have come before 
the courts in any reported case. In Geddis v. The Proprietors of 
the Bann Reservoir (3 App. Cas. 430), the defendants, acting 
under statutory powers, had collected a large quantity of water 
in a reservoir and let it flowdown a watercourse to supply the 
River Bann; the watercourse becoming insufficient to carry off the 
water, the plaintiff’s lands were flooded and the defendants 
were held liable on the ground that it was their duty to keep the 
watercourse free from obstruction, which they had not done. 
Again, in The Gas Light and Coke Co. v. The Vestry of St. Mary 
Abbotts, Kensington (15 Q. B. D. 1), the defendants in the course 
of performing their statutory duty of repairing the streets of 
their parish had used very heavy steam-rollers, which caused 
repeated fractures to the plaintiffs’ gas pipes, and in respect of 
this injury the plaintiffs were held entitled to an injunction and 
ages. 

In both of these cases it will be observed that injury had been 
actually caused to the plaintiffs by a negligent or unjustifiable 
exercise of the statutory powers of the defendant ; as Lord 
Biacksurn remarks in the Bann case, “ an action does lie for 
doing that which the Legislature has authorized if it be done 
negligently.” Inthe Wandsworth case Kexewton, J., took the 
view that the defendants were about to interfere with the rights 
of the plaintifis in such a way as would undoubtedly cause 
damage in the future, and he granted an injunction. His 
decision presupposed the existence of a right in the plaintiffs 
to have their pipes protected by a sufficient amount of super- 
incumbent soil; the existence of this right was challenged and 
was disallowed by the Court of Appeal. Water and gas com- 
panies (who have duly taken the benefit of the general Acts relat- 
ing to their undertakings) have a right to lay their pipes under 
the soil of streets; but no right to have the soil above them left 
undisturbed has bean given by the Legislature. Section 98 of 
the Metropolis Management Act, 1855, in empowering the 
vestries and district boards to alter the position of these pipes 
when relaying streets, does not require them to do so, 
and certainly does not require them to alter their i- 
tion in such a way as to maintain for them the same 
amount of protection as they formerly enjoyed. The legal 
position is thus summed up by Currry, L.J.: “ As between the 
road authority and the company I think that the road authority 
is paramount; if they foresee danger to their pipes arising 





out of the alteration of the level of the street they must them 
selves bear the expense of altering the level of their pipes.” It 
may, however, be well for the road authority in such a case t> 
consider whether, having regard to the decision in Gas Light, 
§c., Co. v. St. Mary Abbotts, 1t would. not be prudent for them 
to assist in placiog the pipes under their streets at a safe 
level. 

The other recent case to which. we wish to refer is Martin v. 
London County Council, decided by. Kennzpy, J., on the 7th of 
August. Here the quarrel lay not between two public bodies 
with statutory powers but between a private individual and 4 
local authority whose action (or inaction) was alleged to be 
injurious to the p/aintiff as a tradesman ; this plaintiff's case may 
therefors excite niore sympathy than that of the water company 
in the case already referred to: it was, however, equally un- 
successful. The county couneil, in the course of constructing a 
new street, had stopped up the street in which the plaintiff 
carried.on his }usiness of a greengrocer and the approaches 
thereto for a period of about six months; it was alleged that this 
obstruction was carried to an unreasonable extent and lasted for 
an urreasonable time, and that the plaintiff's receipte had in 
consequence failen off. As the jury disagreed, the actual facts 
as to the obstruction and the damage to the plaintiff were not 
ascertained at the trial, but judgment was given for the 
defendants on the ground that, even if the action of the county 
council was unreasonable, a loss of custom by the plaintiff was 
not a direct injury for which he could recover. ae 

A case in which a plaintiff did recover damages for injury 
to his business caused by an authorized obstruction to a 
thoroughfare being continued for an unreasonable time was 
Wilkes v. Hungerford Market Co. (2 Bing. N, O. 281); but that 
case cannot be considered as an authority ; see Caledonian Rail- 
way Co. v. Ogilvy (2 Macq. 229), Ricket v, Metropolitan Railway 
Co. (L. R. 2 H. L. 175). It was, moreover, inconsistent with 
previous decisions on the subject, such as Hubert v. Groves (1 
Esp. 148). The rule as to actions of this kind is clearly stated 
by Brerr, J., in Benjamin v. Storr (L. R. 9 0. P, 400). The 
plaintiff, he says, must, in the first place, “shew a particular 
injury to himself beyond that which is suffered by the rest of 
the public. It is not enough for him to shew that he suffers 
the same inconvenience in the use of the highway as other 
people do, if the alleged nuisance be the obstruction of a high- 
way.” In that particular case the plaintiff was held entitled to 
succeed, it having beep proved.that the defendant’s wagons 
constantly stood in the road opposite the plaintiff's house and 
obstructed his light and air,. and. obliged him to use artificial 
light nearly all day. The distinction between such a case as 
that and the case of Martin v. London County Council is clear. 
In the latter case the nuisance, if it existed, was common to the 
plaintiff and his neighbours, and he was not within the rule 
stated by Brert, J. 








CORRESPONDENCE, 
CONVEYANCE BY REAL REPRESENTATIVE. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I have before me a printed form of conveyance prepared by 
some very paptnt conveyancers and applicable to the case of a 
person dying after the 31st of December, 1897, intestate, and seized 
of real estate. 

According to the form above referred to the “‘ real representative” 
conveys the property to the heir-at-law in order to vest the legal 
estate in that person, and in the operative part the vendor is expressed 
to convey the property ‘‘as real representative of the said X.”’ 

On turning to the Land Transfer Act, 1897, Part I,, I can find not 
a single reference to a ‘‘real representative” save in the head-note, 
which, I take it, can hardly be considered part of the Act. On the 
other hand I find it clearly stated that the person in whom tbe real 
estate is to vest is the personal representatives or representative of 
the deceased, 

I therefore venture to submit that the vendor in the case I have 
referred to should convey as ‘personal representative’’ of the 
intestate. 

The point is an important one, as the use of the words “‘ personal 
representative ” beinnetie operation the implied statutory covenants 
for title. E. 8. W, 

Aug: 22, : 

[See observations under ‘‘ Current Topics.”—Ep. 8.J.] + 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
OPPENHEIM +. MACKENZIE, 3lct August. 
Linst—Insuncrion To Restrauis—Conrempt or Covrt. 

This was an action on behalf of the plaintiff Robert Oppenheim (com- 
monly called Baron Oppenheim) for an injunction to restrain the defend- 
ant, ir. James Kenneth Douglas Mackenzie, bis servants and agente, until 
trial or further order from publishing or issuing a circular relating to 
the affairs of the Guarico Gold Mining Co. (Limited) (in liquidation), con- 
tainipvg matters libellous and defamatory to the plaintiff (a copy of which 

_ Circular had been sent by the defendant to the secretary of the company), 
and from publishing or issuing any circular, notice, or advertisement to 
the same purport or effect, or containing statements or representations to 
the same purport or effect. In support of the motion it was caid that the 
circular was libellous on the plaintiff, and ought to be restrained upon 
two grounds: first, that it was a contempt of court; and, secondly, that 
it was within the decisions which laid down that the court would restrain 
alibel. It was clearly a libel which could not be justified : Roach v. Hall 
(2 Atk. 469), Coleman v. West Hartlepool Railway Co. (8 W. R 734), Tich- 
borne v. Mostyn (L. R. 7 Eq. 55), Daw v. Bley (17 W. R. 245, L. R. 7 Eq. 
%), Kiteat v. Sharp (31 W. R. 227), Re Crown Bank (44 Ch. D. 649, 88 

- R. Dig. 221), Coats v. Chadwick (42 W. R. 328; 1894, 1 Ch. 347), and 
Monson v. Tussaud (1894, 1 Q. B. 671, 42 W. R. Dig. 37). So far as the 
statements in the circular were charges of misfeasance, dishonesty, and 
fraud the defendant had said nothing in his affidavits to support them. 
Upon behalf of the defendant it was said that the defendant intended to 
justify the statements in the circular. 

Puttxmors, J., in giving judgment, said that no doubt the circular was 
libellous in the sence that it was calculated to hold the plaintiff up to 
hatred and contempt. He had heard the motion at length partly out of 
deference to the able arguments of counsel by whom he had been 
addressed, and partly because the case was of some importance. But in 
his opinion the motion must be refaeed with costs. No doubt the circular, 
if ge would be libellous’ on the plaintiff, and he was bound to 
hold, having regard to the decisions and dicta set forth in the books, that 
there were cases in which the publication of a libel would be restrained 
before the truth or falsity of it bad been tried. He agreed most 
entirely with the language of Lord Esher, M.R., in Coulson v. Coulson (3 
Times L. R. 846), cited by Lopes, L J , in delivering judgment in Monson 
v. Tussaud. Lord Esher said that it was a most delicate jurisdiction which 
was only to be exercised in the clearest cases where any jury would say 
that the matter complained of was libellous, and where, if the jury did 


not so find, the court would set aside the verdict as unreasonable. Lopes, 
L.J., added, ‘‘ Comment has been made on the words ‘in L gos 
thi the 


cases,’ and it has been asked what those words mean. 
criticiam would be well founded, and they might be complained of as 
indefinite, if they had not been in my judgment explai in the most 
exhaustive way by what follows—viz., ‘Where any jury would say the 
matter complained of was libellous, and where, if the jury did not so find, 
the court would set aside the verdict as unreasonable.’’? He subscribed 
to every word contained in those rentences. Lopes, L.J., further said 
that *‘ the court must al:o be satisfied that in all probability the alleged 
libel was untrue, and, if written on a privileged occasion, that there 
was malice on the part of the defendant.” In the present case 
it bad been said behalf of the defendant that he intended to 
justify, and there was also the question of privilege. The defen- 
dant had an arguable case that the circular was an answer to the 
directors’ report and was written in self-defence. One of the occasions 
upon which a publication was privileged was when the publication took 
place in self-defence. It was not for him to pick holes in the defendant’s 
case. At the same time he thought the defendant would be well advised 
if he abstained from publishing the circular, because, if he published it, 
he would in all probability be met with actions for libel. He thought, 
after what had taken place, that if the defendant published the circular it 
might well be that it would be held that there was malice on his part, 
and that he might have to pay heavy damages, and he advised him 
seriously not to publish it. As to the circular being a contempt of court, 
upon the notice of motion the — did not strictly e, But he 
certainly thought there had been lately a sort of craze in many cases in 
bringing forward published matter as a contempt of court. No doubt 
comments might be of such a nature that they might constitute a con- 


tempt of court even after the decision in a case had been given. Any- 
which tended to impede a court of justice was a contempt of court. 
In resent case the contempt was interfering with the course 


were completed. In order to constitute 


ly to prejudice a jury, or to 
deter parties from proceeding with their cases, or to frighten witnesses 
from to give evidence. If any gentleman came before him and 
paid, ‘I have a case coming before you, and articles are being written 

‘ which ate likely to influence you in your judgment,” he should ask the 
ne newer why he paid him so very bad a compliment. If there had 
& misfeasence summons taken out, and it been shewn that there 

‘was a probability that this circular might reach some of the witnesses and 
influence them, the case might be‘different. The cases cited were all dis- 
tinguishable. Re Crown Bank came near to the precent case, but he hoped 

~ the decision of North, J, in that caee fel] on one side of the line and the 
* present decision on the other. The motion would be dismiseed, with 
= Coste, - Motion dismissed. —Oovrszt, Mulligan, Q.C., and Maugham; 
' Hurst.” Borscrrors, Dizon, Weld, & Dixons, for Sewell & Maugham ; Godfrey 


os Rab. 


of justice before the p 
such contempt there must be something 1 


[Reported by J. E. Atpovs, Barrister-at-Law. | 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS, 


High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


THE PENINSULAR AND ORIENTAL STEAM NAVIGATION CO. (APPEL. 
LANTS) v. LESLIE (SURVEYOR OF TAXES) (RESPONDENT). Diy, 
Court. Ist August. 

Revenve—Income Tax—Surprmnsc—Darrgciation 1n Suips—ALLowancy 
ror—Mope or Ascertaintnc—5 & 6 Vicr. c. 35, s. 100, Casz I., x. 3— 
Customs anp Intanp Revenve Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vicr. c. 15), s. 12. 
Case stated for the opinion of the court by the Commissioners for the 

General Purposes of the Income Tax Acts for the City of London. Atg 
meeting of he combbabenns the Peninsular and Oriental Steam Na 
tion Co. (the appellant company) appealed against an assessment 
Schedule D of £384,230, for the year ending April, 1896, less an amount 
allowed for diminished value of plant and machinery by reason of w, 
and tear of £132,622. The appellant company is incorporated by Royal 
Charter with a registered office in the City of London. The assessment 
of £384,230 was made on the profits shewn by the company’s 
upon an average of three years ending the 30th of September, 1894. 
appellant company are owners of a fleet of fifty-one steamships ; 
between England and the colonies and foreign ports. The question for 
the consideration of the commissioners was whether the company wag 
entitled to any further deduction beyond the sum of £132,622, as repre. 
senting the diminished value by reason of wear and tear during the year 
of assessment of the ships of the company. By the 5 & 6 Vict. c, 35,4 
100, First Case, r. 3, it is provided : “In estimating the balance of profits 
and chargeable under Schedule D, or for the purpose of 
the duty thereon, no sum shall be set ageinst or deducted from, or 
allowed to be set against or deducted from, such profits or on 
account of : Any sums expended for repairs of premises occu for the 
purpose of such trade, manufacture, adventure, or concern, nor for any 
sum expended for the supply or repairs or alterations of any implemen 
utensils, or articles employed for the purpose of such trade, &c , bey 
the sum usually expended for such purposes, according to an average of 
three years preceding the year in w such assessment shall be made.” 
By the Customs and Inland Revenue Act, 1878 (41 & 42 Vict. c. 15), s. 12 
it is enacted : ‘‘ Notwithstanding any provision to the contrary contained 
in any Act relating to income tax, the commissioners sha'! in assessing the 
profits or gains of any trade, manufacture, adventure, or concern in the 
nature of trade underSchedale D, or the profits of any concer 
chargeable by reference to the rules of that schedule, allow auch 
tion as they think just and reasonable, as rep 
diminished value by reason of wear and tear during the rc ay 
machinery or plant used for the purposes of the concern and 
the person or company by whom the same is carried on.”” The ap 
company claimed under these provisions to be allowed a deduction of 
£253,893, on the ground that the same wasa just and reasonable allom- 
ance as representing the diminished value by reason of wear aud 
during the year of assessment of the ships constituting the com ‘6 
fleet. It was proved by the company that during a period of twenty- 
five years cation in 1894 the average duration of service of ships—as 
distinguished from the average duration of life—in the appellant com- 
pany’s fleet was about seventeen years. uced on the 
of the Inland Revenue as regards steamships generally in no case su 
to those of the appellants, showed that the registers of shipping for the 
ports of London and Liverpool, and the Mercantile Navy List proved that 
the average life of ships of 1,000 tons register and upwards wae twenty: 
five years, and in some cases twenty-seven and twenty-eight years; and 
the Inland Revenue produced evidence in — cases in support of tl 
contention that treniy -cight years should be taken as the normal life 

a steamship. It was admitted by the company and by the ondent 

that allowance had been duly ale in every account yearly sub for 

income tax purposes for repairs of all vessels and for all renewals 
boilers and gear, as well as for all amendments to the hull of the ¥ 
exclusive of and in addition to the allowance now claimed for dimin 
value by reason of wear acd tear. On the of the appellant company 
it was contended that an allowance for diminished value by reason 
wear and tear, at the rate of 5 per ceni. on the original cost of ther 
vessels, isa just and reasonable deduction, and that this mode of 
culating depreciation to be allowed should be the principle adopted 
commissioners in the caseof the engelent company. On the part 

Inland Revenue it was contended that an allowance at the rate of 6 per 

cent. on the diminished value of the fleet for the year of 

arrived at by taking the original cost of each vessel and writing esi 

year by year at a rate of 6 per cent. on the diminishing value, w 

cover the diminished value by reason of wear and tear du the year, 

and with d tothe ap t company’s contention that 5 per cent. 

should be allowed on the first cost of vessels, it was further 

for the Inland Revenue that the claim could not be considered ‘‘ just.and 

reasonable,’’ for where a vessel’s life extended beyond twenty years and 

the ownership changed, an allowance could not be refused to the owners 

on the « of that period, on the ground that allowances of 5 

cent. for twenty years, the whole first cost of the vessel, 

already been made to tke owners. Jt was further contended that 
the th of service of a vessel in the sposinet’s employ did not affords 
r upon which to determine the allowance for diminished value 

y the wear and tear of the ships, nor was the depreciation in one 

value to be considered, except so Jar us 1t arose from wear and tear, 

commissioners on the facts ed that twenty-eight years should be 
considered the duration of life of a passenger steamship in the 





company’s service, and that an allowance of 6 per cent. per annum on tb 
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| diminishing value would be sufficient to cover diminished value by reason of 
wear and tear during the year in , and that the as:eesment should 
stand at £384,230, but that the aliowance for such diminished value 
should be increased from £132,622 to £185,440 The company, being 
dissatisfied with this determination, now appealed. 

Tue Court (Waricut and Kennepy, JJ.) upheld the determination of 
the commissioners, dismiseed the appeal, and gave judgment for the 
Crown with coste. 

Wnricut, J.—The Act of 1842 applying to these matters provided for a 
reduction from the taxable amount of profits in respect of the average 
amount of repairs, renewals, and alterations calculated upon the ay 
of three years. .The Act of 1878 provides that the pte oh ae nange = 
also allow such deduction as they may think just and reasonable as 
representing the diminished value by reascn of wear and tear during the 

ear of any machinery or plant used for the purposes of the concern or 

tclonging to the pereon or company by whom the same is carried on. I 
doubt whether the present caee raises any question of law at all. All that 
we have to do is to cee that the commissioners have not disregarded any 
term of the enactments, or any necessary element in the caleulation. 4 
Buckley’s first point is that if they had proceeded to make an allowance 
on a diminished ecale of value from year to year—which I should think 
they probably baye—-they were wrong in co doing. But having regard to 
the language of the sec’ ion it appears to me that that is the only way in 
which they could properly procced. There must be a diminishing 
allowance, because, and only becauee, there is an allowance for the year, 
and an allowance therefore on a value which diminishes every year. A 
percentage on the original cost would not fit the language of the section 
at all, because it might have no direct relation to the actual diminishing 
of value in a given year, ‘and I do not think that that can have been the 
meaning of the section. Then, secondly, it is said that as to the value— 
which would be understood as the value to this company, and the 
diminution of value as a diminution of value to them, that is, a diminution 
of value calculated in relation to a period of seventeen years’ eervice, and 
not a diminution of value calculated upon the probable or average duration 
of the ship’s life—it is said that the company ought to get back at the end 
of eeventeen years the diminution of value t» them in time. I do not 
thiuk that can be the real meaning of this section because it does not say 
so. It speaks of the value, and not the value to the particular owner. If 
the value to the particular owner were intended, then, obsolescence of 
type might have to be considered, and a number of other elements 
peculiar to the particular owners might have to be considered. It seems 
te me that it is enough that a period should be taken which caperiense 
shews is the term of duration of life for the ordinary purposes of similar 
companies. Then it is caid it is wzong-to allow interest, because the 
money representing the wear and tear must be regarded as expenled and 
not as invested. That seems to me to be wrong. Repairs and renewals 
have already been allowed for under the Act of 1842 This allowance is 
not to be supposed to be treated as an allowance to be expended, but as 
providing a fund for replacing the value of the ship at the end of the 
term. I do not think we can say the commissioners were wrong, and it is 
not shewn that they have miscarried on any point of law. 

Kanyzpy, J.—Lagree. It seems to me the Attorney-General is right in 
saying that substantially what we are asked to review are decisions of 
fact and not of law. If it be shewn that in feet there has been 9 
mieconttruction of the section, that the commissioners have not dore or 
applied their minds to that which the section directed to be assessed, that 
would be a good ground of appeal; or if it be clearly shewn that they 
have included some element which they ought not to have included, or 
have omitted something which they ought to have included, then that 
glso would be a ground of appeal. On neither ground is there anything 
‘here in which we can say that the decision appealed is wrong. 
They have dealt with the thing which they were to deal with, and they 
have stated the various considerations as to how the sum which they had 
to assess on the diminishing value of the vessel by reason of wear and 
tear during the year ought to be arrived at, and they have come toa 
conclusion which—whether from a commercial point they might have 
come to a different conclusion or not—stands, unless it is arrived at on 
some ground which brings it within the cognizance of this court. I 
agree that there isno such ground. It is a matter of amount, and clearly 
a question of fact and not of law. —Counsgi, The Attorney-General and- 
Danckwerts; Buckley, Q.C., Asquith, Q.C., and Howard Wright. Sou- 
crrors, The Solicitor of Inland Revenue ; Freshfields ¢ Williams. 

[Reported by Sir Suznsrow Baxer, Bart., Barrister-at-Law. | 





LAW SOCIETIES. 


MANCHESTER INCORPORATED LAW ASSOCIATION, 


The annual general meeting of the members of this association was held 
on Tuesday, the 26th day of July, at their rooms, Kennedy-street, when 
an account of the receipts and disbursements for the year Decem- 
ber, 1897 viously audited by two of the manbew, was 3u' ted and 


or the ensuing , 
A. Edgar was elected president, and Mr. H.T. Crofton vioe-poupiient. 
The report of the committee as to the proceedings of the association for 


the last year was read by the honorary eecretary (Mr. John Bary), and 
unanimously adopted. . 

The following are extracts from the report : 

Members.—The association now consists of 256 members. Since the 
last annual meeting reven new members have been elected and three have 


vexatious defences. If any ) 
defendants not resident or carrying on business within the jurisdiction 
of the court within which they are sued are necessary, ample provision'is 
made by order ord. 12, rr. 6 and 7, 1897. The committee are of opiaion 
that the existing procedure sufficiently provides for change of venue, and 
that further interference with the right of a plaintiff to select the place 
of trial is undesirable. ‘ 

Conveyancing Bill.—The committee» have considered this Bill and find 
that with certain modifications and additions it is ly the 
Bill introdacrd in 1897, which was a revised and improved draft of Mr; 
Wolstenholme’s Bill of 1895 which was before the committee fa November 
of op pene. The Bill has been dropped and the committee have taken 
no further action upon it, but consider that some of the 
proposed to be effected by the Bill would be beneficial and might 
form the subject of a separate Bill apart from Mr. Wolstenholme’s 
scheme. The amendments referred to include (1) power fora married 
woman trustee to dispoee or join iu d ‘pg of real or personal trast 
property as if she were a feme sole; (2) to provide that the persons 
appointed trustees for the pur of the Settled Land Acts of the 
original or principal settlement shall be the trustees for the purposes of 
those Acts of any ‘“‘compound”’ eettlement for the time being com 
prising such original settlement ; (3) to givea married woman, res' 
froin anticipation, the powers of a tenant for life ; and (4) to explain and 
amend section 19 of the Married Women's Property Act, 1882. 

Samps on conveyances comprising chief rents.—This subject has soe 
received the careful attention of the committee, who have arenes < 
clause drafted by Mr. Danckwerts on the instructions of the [ncorpdrated 
Law Society, U.K. The Incorporated Law Society are endeavouring to 
get the clause inserted in some ment Finance Bill and passed with 
that measure, but they have not yet attained their object. 





LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. T. Barcey Savnpgrs, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Secretary 
of the London University Commission. 


Mr. Epwaxp Arey, solicitor, has‘been appointed Clerk to the Justices 
of the Borough of Tamworth, and also Clerk to the Justices of the Tam- 
worth Division of Staffordshire, in the room of bis late father, Mz. Thomas 
Argyle. The late Me. (who died on the 9th ult., in his 
fougth year) had held the former clerkship for over sixty years 
latter for about thirty years. 


Mr. H. Lupton Reppisn, solicitor, Coventry, has been appointed a 
Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Reddish was admitted in 1891. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS, &c. 
DissoLvtions. ; 
Marrurw Hypze and Epwarp Honps, solicitors (Hyde & Hobe, 124, 
High-street, Portemouth, Hants, and the Square, Petersfield, 
June 30. [Gasette, Ang. 26. 
Wittim Wiccieswortn and Arraur Ronsrr Roosxson, 


(Wigglesworth & Rogerson), Manchester. Dec. 27, 1897. 
[Gasette, Aug. 30. 


GENERAL. 


The next sessions at the Central Criminal Court will commence at 
the Old Bailey on Tuesday, the 13th of September. Mr. 

will be the presiding judge. 

On the Ist of J 1 the Daily News, the very day on which the 
Workmen's Com 5 eS ae eS collier was killed in 


the Melwyn Colliery, South Wales. The had protected him- 
self in the Ocean ‘cient and’ Guarnnie Corpor, and, otter 


£150 deposited in the bank iu the name of trustees for the benefit of the 
widow and children of the deceased; miner. This is the first oase in the 
United Kingdom under the new Act, 

The Home Secretary has issued am-order, dated the 6th of 1808, 
applying the anes t of section 40 of the and Wi 

, tof and workshops in which tailoring is 

on. ppp peepee and comes into 
force on the lst of October next. The 





resigned. 
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purpose of making transfers for use in the manufacture or decoration of 
earthenware and china is dangerous or injurious to health. 


A special meeting of the metropolitan magistrates was held at Bow- 
street on Wednesday afternoon to consider what course should ' be 

ursued in respect to applicants who wished to claim exemption from 
vaccination for their children by reason of their conscientious objection 
in accordance with section 2 of the new Act. As a result of the delibera- 
tions, the following statement was issued for publication: ‘‘ The magis- 
trates decided that they will hear applications under the Vaccination Act, 
and will not require applicants to be sworn; but if satisfied upon a 
verbal statement that they have the conscientious objection will give the 
certificate. Allapplications must be made at the sitting of the court; and, 
in conformity with the statutory rcale of fees in similar cases, 1s. must 
be paid for such certificate.’’ 


At Marylebone, on the 27th ult., Mr. Curtis Bennett, in again referring 
to the new Vaccination Act, said that the remarks he bad made with 
reference to the Act had been made to save the public the trouble of 
coming to his court to be told that he had no power to do anything. He 
was unable, on Saturday last, when his attention was first specifically 
called to the Act then in force for only a few days as to one ticular 
eection—the remainder of the Act not coming into force until the first of 


London Gazetie.—Turspay, Aug. 30. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANISS. 
Liwrrrep m Caanorry. 

A. Lyoxs & Co, Liwrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send their names 
and esses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Bowler, 30, North 
John st, Liverpool. Batesons & Co, solors for liquidator | 

Arreysorover & Uxpgrwoop, Limitren—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to 
send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 
} ~ Cave, 4, Broadgate, Coventry. Hughes & Masser, Coventry, solors to ligui~ 

ator 

Bottow Spinntya axp Dovusiine Co, Limrrep (1 Jetemasen)—-neiine are req’ .ired, 
on or before Oct 13, to send their names and addresses, and the iculars of their 
debts or claims, t2 William Kevan, Acresfield, Bolton. Fielding & Fernihough, Bolton, 
solors to liquidator F 

Cuixororp Syspicatr, Limttep—Cie litors are required, on or before Oct 20, to send 
their names and addresses, e particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles 
Dugald Buckler, Dashwood House, 9, New Broad st. Paines & Co, 8t Helen’s place, 
solors to liquidator 2 P 

Fraser River Gotp Mixes, Liwrreo (1x Liquipatios)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Oct 14, to send their names and ad and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to James William Haynes, 59, Westbury rd, Ilfori. Angove & Bromwich, Gt 
Winchester st, colors to liquidator 

Hieax Surru & Co, Linrrep—Creditos are required, on or before Sept 29, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Butterfield, 
2, Darley st, Bradford. Furniss & Eastwood, Bradford, solors for liquidator 

Rose-Hitt Unirep Gotp Mixts, Liurrep—Creditors are reque , on or before Sept 30, 
to send their names and addresaes, os the particulars of their debts ov claims, to E. G, 

Ww 





January next—to find any power which enabled them as metropolitan 
magistrates for the _— of this Act to be considered a court of petty 
session ; and, indeed, it was not until the previous evening that he had 
been able to obtain any information, although he had given much time to 
discover some authority for their so acting for the public good. In the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, it was expressly provided by sub-section 
10 of section 20 that any metropolitan magistrate when sitting at a court- 
house should for the purposes of that Act be deemed to bea court of 


Wills, 32, Blomfield House, London 

Suoacwaven Synpicate, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Avery, 
23, St Swithin’s lane : Q 

Torners Cursumee Dairy Co, Limrrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditora are required, on or 
before Sept 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to William Jowett, Mellor, Derby ; 

Wo rrenxven & Soy, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 30, to_send their 
names and and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Wolfenden, 

33, Westcliffe 1d, Birkdale, Soutbport. Full«gar & Hulton, Bolton, solors to liquidator 





summary jurisdiction sitting ‘‘in a petty cessional court-housre,’’ which 
wasin that Act included inthe expression ‘‘ petty sessional courts.’’ 
This Act only applied to Acts passed afterwards and incorporated in it. 
That was not so with the Vaccination Act. He had looked in vain for 
any such power in any of the Vaccination Acts. In again endeavouring 
to find some legislative power which would meet his difficulty he discovered 
in an Act designated the Interpretation Act—namely, 52 & 53 Vict. c. 63, 
8. 13, sub-section 12, of which he was bound to say he had no knowledge, 
and as far as he knew his colleagues were not acquainted with it—that 
there was a definition of a petty sessional court, which he thought met 
his difficulty and enabled them as metropolitan magistrates to be con- 
sidered a court “‘ in petty session,’’ although the words used in the Vac- 
cination Act were ‘‘in petty session,’’ and not, as they should have been 
to have complied with the defining Acts, ‘‘in a petty sessional court.’’ 
He was of opinion that this gave them power to deal with section 2 of the 
new Vaccination Act. It would be seen from this that, apart from 
expreseed statutory authority, ashe had contended, they had no power to 


Woop Mayvuracrugine Co, Limirep, 312, Deanecats, Mancusster (1x VOLUNTARY 
LiguipaTion)—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 27, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr George Edward Haworth, 
Duchy chmbrs, 4, Clarence st, Manchester. Crofton & Co, Manchester, solors to liqui- 


dator 

Worsters, Limrrep—Creditors are required on or before Oct 8, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Messrs Poppleton, Gamlin, 
Woodford, and Roberts, 37, Cross st, Manchester. Addleshaw & Uo, Manchester, 
solors for liquidators 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 

Bavsaty Hearn Forwarp Money Soorery, Balsall Heath, Birmingham. Aug 17 

Progressive West or Encuanp Sick Bewnerit anp Buriat Society, York Tavern, 
Bramley rd, Notting hill. Aug 17 . : \ 

aay | Tsomas Wuite Murvat £1 Loan Society, Sir Thomas White Inn, Nottingham, 

ug 17 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 





act asa “‘ petty sessional court.”’ 


THE PROPERTY MART. 
RESULT OF SALE. 


Messrs. H. E. Foster & Crayviztp held their usual fortnightly sale of Reversions and 
Life Policies on Thursday last, when the following lots were sold : 
REVERSIONS: 
Absolute to one-fourth of £26,350 ; life 53 -_ sai ‘on Fe 
Two one-twenty-fourth Shares in Possession of a Freehold Farm, 
ucing £300 per annum ote eve ove vce ba wid 
LIPE POLICY: 
For £1,500 with profits ; life 51 Soe eee 








Sold £2,575 
300 
910 


Ys 


” 








WArnInc To tnTeNpING Hovse Purcuaszrs anp Lessezs.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert from Messrs. Carter 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of full 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)--[Apvr. ] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, Aug. 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Luursp 1m Caawogry. 


Caixororp Syxpicate, Linrrep—Creditora are required, on or before Oct 20, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or«<claims, to Charles 
Dugald Buckler, 
solors to liquida’ 











Dash road st. Paines « Co, St Helen’s place, 

itor 

Geese Crcisz Co, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 16, to send in their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Hammond 


wood House, 9, New B 


Fookes, ag Copthall avenue 
Lancastzn mic Tyre Co, Liurrsp—Creditors are required, on or before Gort 27, 
to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to William 


t st, Lancaster 
New Purxces Tasatee Co, Luarep (1x Voruwtary Liqvipation)—Creditors are re- | 
juired, on or before Sept 15, to ir names and addresses, and the particulars of 
debts or , to Edgar Dearden Whittaker, 83, Mount st, Manchester. Norton 

ester, solors for liquidator 
Paorgrty Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before 12, to 
a , and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 


ted Aug 23, directed to be heard 


up, presen 
iament mnsns, Victoria st, Westminster, solor for petning 


Porr Tatzor 
in 


7. oyie, 
, ereditors Stine of opening wiinat read the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in 
afternoon of Sept : . { 


Last Day or Cuam. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 16. 


De Souza, Sir Water Evcene, Wilton place, Knightsbri Oct 1 Vicomtesse Gaston 
de la ie v We North, J Wetherfield, Gresham bldgs, Guildhall 


d, Noi 
Hartcey, Anz, Liwyn, Dolgelley, Merioneth Oct1 Williams v Jones, North J, Clayton 
& Co, Lancaster * E : ’ 
Norrixcrox, James, Broomfield, Essex, Builder Oct 1 Norrington v Norrington, Stir- 
» 3 Duffield, Chelmsford 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Aug. 23. 


CLARKE, nstem, nis po , Chester Sept 24 Clarke v Clarke, Registrar, Liverpool 
eld, Liv : ; 
Ganpiner, Witi14Mm, East Hanningfield, Essex, Farmer Oct 24 Leggett v Gardiner and 
Leggett v Gardiner, North, J. Duffield, Chelmsford 
Booms, i pene Skipton, York Oct 1 Fourness v Davis, Romer, J. Turnbull, Brad- 
» Yor! 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 45. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gaszette—Faivay, Aug. 19, 
Atcocx, Et1zaseta Emma, Peckham Sept 20 Turner, Warwick ct, Gray’s inn 
Avetixe, Eowarp, Albert Bridge, Surrey, Author Sept 19 Crosse & Sons, Lancaster pl, 


Stran 
Bauueg, Joszrn, Bradford Sept 30 Rhodes, Bradford 
Barrow, Argtuur Heyry, Bow, Customs Officer Sept 7 


row 
Bearegen, Pesan, Walton on Thames, Merchant Sept 30 Duffield & Bruty, New 


Broad st , 
Sans Lieutenant-Colonel Faayc.s Ecertoy, West ‘Kensington Sept 17 Bashall, 


ew inn, Stran: : 
Brarrawairs, Susan, Littlehampton, Sussex Sept10 Holmes & Co, Littlehampton 


Cuicnester, the Dowacer Dame Carottne, Woolacombe, Devon Sept 12 Hooper & 
Wollen, Torquay : 

Covcn, Seaman, St Cleer, Cornwall, Gamekeeper Aug 31 Littleton-Geach, St Agnes, 
Scorriers 

Dawsoy, Maria Louisa Joseraine, Ipswich Sept 30 Cobbold & Co 

Demaine, Mary Ann, Muskoko, Ontario, Canada Sept 20 Dawson, Harrogate 

Dossox, Joux, Great Driffield Oct 1 Foster & Co, Great Driffield 

Dusx, Witi1am, Liverpool, Greengrocer Sept 18 Rudd, Liverpool 

Epwarps, Saran Cutro, Spalding, Lincoln Sept 29 Foster & Wells, Aldershot 


Stokes & Neighbour, Bedford 


| eee Joux Tuomas, Dartmouth Park hill Sept29 Laurence & Co, Lincoln’s ina 
Faexcu, Samvzt, Kensington, Theatrical Agent Oct 15 Fladgate & Oo, Craig’s court, 


Garay, Jous, ioleihinten’, Grocer Sept 17 Alderson, Morpeth 

Hanzzis, Hexry, Southampton Sept 26 Morse, Fenchurch ay 

Jouysox, Ricuarp, York Oct1 Ware & Sons, York 

Listox, Sussieuss Lave, Queen Anne mansions, Westminster Sept 25 Lewis & Lewis 


y Pi, 
Masters, Joun, Yeovil, Farmer /.ug3l1 Watts, Yeovi 


Sept. 3, 1868 





oo 
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Mu.zixc, Joux, Chester, Farmer Sept 19 Cooke, Winsford 
Oates, Joun Harneuisox, Dewsbury, Surgeon Sept 19 Blakeley & Clough, Dewsbury 
Pasties, Francis, Ickham, Kent Sept 17 Pemberton & Cope, New ct, Lincoln’s ian 


Paiuirs, we, Moar Pospeeen, = Hazelhurst, nr Ross, Hereford Sept 17 Pembertoa & Cope, 
New ¢' 
Powstt, Witttam, Albion Bh Blackfriars Bridge Oct 1 May & Oo, Saffolk House, 
Laurence Ponntney hill 
Ropeats, James, Perranporth, Cornwall, Mine Agent Oct1 Chilcott & Sons, Truro 


Rostxsoy, » Ammamats Cockermouth, Cumberland Sept17 Waugh & Musgrave, Cocker- 
mo 

Boosns, ‘Winns, Adelaide, South Australia, Bailder Sept17 Blyth & Co, Gresham 

Brau, Jom, Bishop’s Caundle, Dorset, Yeoman Sapt 16 Ffooks & Douglas, Sherborne 

Scott, Stzpuey, Harrogate Nov 1¢ Dransfield & Elsdon, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Wasp, Gesnee Duxstay, Winteringham, Lincoln, Publican Oct 31 Allisons & Allisons, 
OU 


WituiasMs, Evizasetu, Newport,I W Sept29 Blachford & Co, Walbrook 
Wit.1ams, Susan Jane, [logan, Cornwall Sept 23 Paize & Grylls, R:iruth 

London Gazette... Turspay, Aug. 23, 
Apgtt, Emma, Worcester Oct 4 F & H Corbett, Worcester 
Auey, Ronert, Shettield, Cutlery Manufacturer Szpt 30 Simpson & Son, Sheffield 
Bowe, Exganor, Anerley, Surrey Sept 20 Finch & Turner, Cannon st 
Bows, Ricuarp, Blyton, Lincoln, Shoemaker Sept14 Sharp, Epworth, nr Doncaster 
BaartHwaite, Fiorexce, Crawford st Sept26 Hughes & Masterman, New Broad st 
Bavcr, Rev Tuzornitus Ropert, Ripon, York Sept1 Wise & Son, Ripon 
Games Sen, Vincent Watpo Catmapy, Bridestowe, Devon Sept 30 Ford & Co, 
Cunistoruer, Jony, Birkenhead, Bookkeeper Sept 29 Reinhardt, Birkenhead 


Ciarxson, Victoria Groroiya, Parliament st, Westminster & 23 Othen, 
York bldgs, Adelphi sai whores 
Dowxatt, Witt1M, Ashton in Makerfield, Lancs Sept26 Ackerley & Son, Wigan 


DaaysriziD, Wittt14m, Sheffield, Railway Contractor Sept 30 Simpson & Son, Sheffield 

Fowier, Matruew, Durham,MP Sept 2 Chambers, Durham 

Frost, 9 Boorritt, Kingsthorpe, Northampton Sept 25 Darnell & Price, North» 
amp 

Goop, Evizasetn Axne, 8t Heliers, Jersey Sept29 Perkins, Southampton 


Guy, Hexpert Winsioz, Paddington Nov 1 Munton & Morris, Queen Victoria st 
Hanpy, Isaac, Boulton, Derby, Farmer Oct1 Gadsby & Coxon, Derby 





Haxarsox, Francis Henry, Bushey, Herts Nov22 Crosley & Burn; Moorgate st bidgs 

Hanrt, Tuomas, Adlington, Lancs, Butcher Sept 13 _ John Miller, Chorley 

Hemtwoway, Samver, Bradford Sept30 Houison Richardson, Bradford 

Hispert, Tsomas .Emanvzv, Deiby, Builder Oct 5 Johnsons, Stockport 

Hicersy, Jouy Strung, Farnham Sept 17 Edgar Kempeon, Farnham 

Homa, Wituram Heway, South Kensington Oct 10 Williams & James, Norfolk 
House, V: 

James, Ricnanp, Helston, Cornwall, Tailor Sept 27 Pengilly, Helston . 

Juny, Eowarp, Gravesend, Pilot Oct1 Shatland & Hatten, Gravesend 

Kixo, Taomas Peacy, Cairo, Egypt Oct 18 Charles Robinson, Chancery lane 

Levirr, Noanison Marsnatt, Brantingham, York, Yeoman Oct 1 Crust & Co, 

Lioxp, Witiiam Extis, Birmingham, Tube Manufacturer Oct 31 Johnsons & Co, 

Maw, Hewry, Epworth, Lincoln, Farmer Oct1 Parkin & Co, Epworth 

Meaxy, Ricuamp, Leeds, Beerhouse Keeper Sept 26 Lupton & Fawoett, Leeds 

Miter, Marx Bexsaurx, Southampton, Solicitor Oct 1 Stanton & Co, Southampton 

Newey, Jonx, Harborne, Birmingham Oct3 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 

Nixox, Wittram Exmensox, Jarrow, Durham Oct 15 Stobo & Livingston, Newcastle 

Prycs, ps ‘Anne, Caersws, Montgomery Oct1 Lamb & Kyffia-Taylor, Birkenhead 

Rawpatt, Janz Groves, Northwick ter, Maida Vale Sept 16 Paris & Co, Sonth- 

mm, . 4 Ruabon, Denbigh, Collier Sept1g Hughes, Wrexham 


Rosinson Annona, Cockermouth, Cumberland Sept 17. Waugh & Musgrave, 
Cockermou 
Rosixsoy, Epwarp, Failsworth, nr Manchester Sept19 Rowland, Manchester 


ScHo.es, no Butuax, Gt Lever, nt Bolton, Bank Manager Sept 28 Bulman, 
Manchester 
Scorr, yt a yp Tuomas, Hythe, Kent Sept 27 Waldron, Qaeen Anne's gate, 
est: 

Saarpe, Many Evizasaru, Bicker, Lincoln, Farmer Septi4 Waite & Co, Boston 
Taycor, Ricuarp, Wigan, Cotton Spinaer Sept 19 Wright & Appletoa, Wigan 
Tewxessury, ALraep Cuarzes, Clerkenwell Sept 5 Clarke & Symes, Islington 
Touryer-Evererr, Eusa, Old Ford rd, Vietoris Park Supt 24 Creeke, jun, Leadenhall st 
Wenen, Taomas. 3s Percy, North st, Westminster, Civil Engineer Sept 20 Fanny Edith 


‘Westminster 
Wiiiaus, Rezs, ore ricklnde, Wilts, Farmer Sept 19 Layton & Co, Budge row 





BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette,—Faipay, Aug. 26. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


A.tiper, Witii1am Cuartes, Hampton Hill, Newsagent 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

Auten, Wituie, Barnsley, Yorks, Fruit Salesman Bainsley 
Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 


22 Ord Aug 22 


Keeper Ba A 


Youxes, Harry 


| Storey, Josera, South Shields, Bootibaker Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet Aug23 Ord Aug 

| Temrcemanx, WItttam, Newmarket  ~ ame Victualler 
Cambridge Pet Aug 22 Ord A 

West, Harry, Southampton, ioaen” 


Aug 
WIittiams, eam, i Liandadno, letgag tea 
RTHUR, fae Fd Cabinet Maker Ipswich 


+ 


Lewin, domes Ofte, xargs a Manufacturer 
23 Sept ’ 
ak de by Sg iar Bept 2 at 11 
re Pet | McCoy, Wiutaam Jonx, ane upon Hull, Hosier 
Sept2atii Off Rec, Tiivity House lane, Hull 
Mooargs, WILLIAM, Canonicorum, or Bridport, 
24 Ord Aug 24 Miller Bept 2 at 12 30 Om Ree, City chmbrs, E: 


st, Salisbury 








Brapnack, Lucy, Handsworth, Seuhamne keeper Birm- 
ingham Pet Aug8 Ord Aug 

Bray, Feepeaicx Janes, Fuddiogton, Cartage Con'ractor 
High Court Pet July25 Ord Aug 22 

Cave, Tuomas, Barwell, Leicester, Boot Manufacturer 
Leicester Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Cuy oY , Jermya st, St James’s High Court Pes May 
9 Ord Aug22 

Eapy, Grorae I, pene, Surgeon Edmonton Pet July 
29 Ord Aug 22 

Ex.iot, Josrpn Stanistaus, Aighton Bailey, Lancs, Pro- 
fessor of Music Blackburn Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Evaxs, Jons, Crickhowell, Brecknocks, Ironmonger 
Tredegar Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

Gisson, Wit11am Ricuarp, Plymouth, Fruiterer Ply- 
mouth Pet Aug 24 Aug 24 

Gairritus, Davip, Swansea Valley,Glam, Assorter Swan- 
sea Pet Aug 20 O1d Aug 20 

Gairrirs, Witttam. Manwanine, Chiswick, Hosier 
Brentford PetAugi3 O:d Aug 23 

Hanrrixoroy, BERT, Seaforth, Fruit Dealer Liverpool 
Pet July 28 Ord Aug 22 

ams yy Neath, Glam, Builder Neath Pet Aug 
4 r 

=» i Luton, Bedford Luton Pet Aug 23 

Au 

Suase, kd amma Draper Manchester Pet 
Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Ksicut, Feeprerick Bracknsuas Lysacut, Hamp‘on 
Bishop, Herefords Hereford Pet Augilt Ord Aug 23 

Kxos, Anpres, Tokevhouse bldgs, Match Merchant High 
Court Pet July 27 Ord Aug 24 

Lewis, Jo3zzen Hexry, Leicester, — Manufacturer 
Leicest-r Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

Lippett, Paraiox Josera, Exet2r, Accountant Exeter 
Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 22 

Livpie, Tuouas, Gatesread, Glass Manufacturer New- 
castleon Tyne Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Luscousz, HKosert Hexxy, Dowlais, +e 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Aug. 22 Ord Aug 

Mancersson, James, West Bridgford, Matte Commercial 
Traveller Nottingham Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

Maxweit, Groner, Consett, Durham, Builder Newcast‘e 


Painter 
on Tyne P.t Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

May, Cuances, Canton, = Fried Fish Dealer Cardiff 
Pet Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 

EADUWCROFT, Joun, Oldhim, Butcher Oldham Pet 

Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 _— 

Pattett, Tuomas Josers, Loughborough, Seedsman 
Leicester Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 

Pargaten, ALBERT ARTHUR, a, Provision Dealer 
Aylesbury Pet Aug24 Urd A 

Reppixa, Maniax, Queen’s gate A Court Pet July 
380 Ord Aug 24 

Reywoips, Gerap ane, Bristol, Clerk Bris‘ol Pe: 
Aug 22 Ord A Aus 

Sreza, Eowin P, cent rq High Court Pet July 14 

Ord Aug 4 


Pet "aug 22 Ord aug 22 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


ALDERS3pDEY, Wasson. Bradford, Botcher Sept 2 at 11 
0 81, Manor row, B ‘ord 
ANpDRews;, Samu et, Exeter, Grocer Sept Sat 10.30 Off 
13, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Agrnve, Stoney Hersert Fitzorra.p, Strand, Adver- 
Sept 2 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 


Bett, Georae Huyrer, Newtown, Montg >mery, Piano- 
forte Taner Sept 10ati1 1, h st, Newtown 

Benrieay, Jons Hesry, Holmfi ith, ‘ork. solicitor Sept 
5ati2 Off Rec, 19, John William st, Huddersfield 

Bueassy, James Roperr, Hunslet, Lesds, Carting Agent 
Bept 6 at 11_ Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Baypoy, Ca Hetton-le-Hole, pte why Butcher Sept 5 
at 3 Off Rec, 25, John fll Sanderlanid 

7 Puig Feat Newcastle on Tyne, Cart 
Pro —" 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosicy st, 
Newcastle on Ts n 


Saas Wiruram, pea Baker Sept 5 at 
Off Rec, 1, Be e st, Leicester 
eames Joux, South Bank, York,Carter Sept2at3 Off 
Ree, 8, Albert esborough 
oa, Roneet Luton, Beds, Traveling, Draper 
Sept 5 at 12 ff Ree, la, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 
yy eg! Builders Sept Sat 
kruptey bi 


Fackxs & Dicsy, Gutter Cheaveide, Tri Manu- 
facturers Sept 5ati2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Foot, Freperick, Veovil, - 2at1 Off Reo, 
City chmbra, Endless 'st, 

Forster, Max Samvet, Leeds, Tailor SeptSatil Off 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Git, Groror, Heavitree, Doves, Horse Slaughterer Sept 
8at1030 Off 13, yo circus, Exeter 

Greenacar, Henry, North Runcton, Norfolk, Farmer 


Sept 3 at i Of ies, 8 King st, Norwic 
Haxpwicg Goose, filed, Bootmaker | ker Bept 7 at2 Of 


YER, "Bianchi, Draper Sept5at230 Off 
Manchester 


Hews, ‘Grants, and Sicismuxp Hever, Manchester, 
= chants Sept5at3 Off Res, Byrom st, 
~ = 


Hitt, Bex, oa Rootle, Lancs Sept 7 at 12 Of Rec, 35, 
Virtoria st, Li 


+t 
Hixp, “T.a0 34 Railway Milford, appt gy dee ales r 
Roserr, Gann Vi maker 
= 1 Of \ Gone 
Kevsey, ee Ego 


Ecort, Sxitumay, or Co 
1l Ban 


Benen 


burn Better hs Bankruptcy bldgs, 
‘ompany Promoter Sept 2at 


pen Bept 2 


Kesnon d ID, M 
Lar, DAH Hialda A 





tbankruptey bldge, Garey st 





Morais, Jem f Jaues, North Evington, Leicester, Boot 
—— lacturer Sept 2 at 12.30 Off Ree, 1, Berridge 


t, Leicester 
Punisivs, Davie, a, om, & Grocer Sept 2at12 Off 
Worthing Sept 2 at 245 
& Co, Lives Worthing 


Py R. “ac ‘errers, Noithamptons, Grocer 
Sept 6 at 12.30 Ree, County Coutt bldgs, Sheep st, 


Northampton 
-_ Eowix P, Vincent sq Sept 8 at 12- Bankruptcy 


Wesrox, Ore Dudley, Grocer Sept 2 atill Of Ree, 
Wolverhampton st, Vadley 
Wairrizio, Jounx, and Ricuarp Waitrizio, Bramley, 
Builders Sept 6at12 Off Rec, 22, row, Leeds 
Waicar, —— James, Dudley, Bicycle Maker Sept 2 at 
10,30 Of Rec, Werranoress at, Sng 
Younas, waar Aeraur, e Maker 
Sept6ati2 Of Princes at, Ipswich 
ADJUDICATION 3. 


Axenuay, J H, Wilson st High Court Pet July 14 Ord 
Aug 22 
Aum, Witttan Cnepins, Hampton Hill, Fees 


Puts, ‘Atnent pr aee 


sus 2 Ord Aug 22 
Attex, WILt8, = Fruit Salesman 
Pe Anese Aug 
mr revem, Hounslow Brentfor3 Pet May 7 
a 
Bianca, > Enrico Lorenzo Francis, and Hexry 
ae 8 Sy ~ Apia 
ug 
Cave, Tuo: Boot Manufacturer 


or Pet Aug ts Ord Aug 23 
Cray, Hewry, Li Dealer 
— : Pet July 25° Ord Aug 22 


in favitary Ware 
marr, Basan Marae, f Astley gine, Victoria st High 
se 2 ug 24 


a S ian, Ciow x Basar" "Ord Aug 32 


Ronnie, 5 t, Farmer 
‘Pet July 19 Ord A ug 22 
my Jeears Sranrsiacs, Aighton 


Lines, Pro- 

Pet Aug 23 Ord & Aug 23 

Brass, Crickhowell, aioe Tronmongit 
ae r, aod Wisin Bas AWCETT gt 

Faweena. Opbe rand Btockport ror. Winton 


Posipise eS aeeen Tredegar Pet 
Gunn Ipswich, Grocer Ipswich Pet July 23 


Grnsox, Witt jek th, Fiuiterer Plymouth 


GairriTHa, 10) Batons, pe ee 





BPE 
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—e Pa Glam, Builder Neath Pet hip 
Ton, uows Walsall, Butcher “Walsall Pet Aug 19 


Jones, Samer Vervox, Pimlico, Fraoit Broker High 
Court Pet June 4 inn if 
Joyves, Ropert, echan, Carnarvors, Boot Dealer 
Pet Aug 5 Ord Ane 22 
en nOomas, Gateshead, Glass a 
on Tyne Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 
Lewis, put. Henry, Leicester, Bost *Manufact urér 
Aug 22 Ord Aug 22 
Lvscomps, Ronert Hewry, oe arn Glam, Painter 
Merthyr i pe, Aw Ord Aug 22 
wo — ‘ord, Notte, Commercial 
'Praveller gham Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug? 
Mayyers, ores Northallerton, Yorks, ‘armer 
Northallerton Pet July 16 Ord Aug 22 
Jons Tuomas, Mossley, Lanes; Olerk Ashton 
lerLyne Pet Aug5 Ord Aug18 
Maxwett, Groroe, Consett, Durham, Builder Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Aug 23 Ord A 
Meapvowcrort, Jonny, Oldham, “Butcher Oldham Pet 
rd Aug 22 
——— Witiiam, _ Confectioner 
18 


New- 


Mansa 


Crosdon Pet 
Tuomas Josern, Ee Seedsman 
Pet Aug 24 Ord Au 

Paroetrer, Atpert Antuvr, Ches 
Aylesbury Pet Aug24 Ord Avg 24 

Portes, Cuanies Witiiam, Twickenham Brentford Pet 
July 22 Ord Aug 22 

Reynoips, Geratp Speen, Bristol, Clerk Bristol Pet 
Aug 22 Ord Aug 

Srorey, Josern, South Shields, "oe Neweasile on 
Tyne Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 23 

Tamriemax, Wiutiam, Newmarket, Licensed Victualler 
Cambridge Pet Aug22 Ord Aug 22 

Tuomas, Joun Davin, Whitchurch, nr ate, School- 
master Bristol PetAugi0 Ord Aug 24 

Vicary, Ropakr, Bedmins:er, Bristol, Grocer Brist,1 Pet 
Aug 16 Ord Aug 24 

Watton, Fraxx,and Manian Wattox, Walsall, Musical 
Instrument Dealers Walsall Pet Aug 11 Ord 


ug 
Paiertt, 


Provision Dealer 


_ Aug 19 
West, Hannzy, Southampton, Grocer 
Aug 22 Ord A 22 
Wituiams, Jony, Craigydon, Llandudno, Lodging house 
Kee Bangor Pet Aug24 Ord A 
Wine, Tuomas Ropeart, and Roper Lic —'+4 Kingsland 
Commision Agents High Court Pet July 5 Ord 
ug 23 
Younes, Hanry Anruvr, ) Cabinet Maker Ips- 
wich Pet Aug22 Ord Aug ” 
Amended notice substituted es that pamaes in the 
London Gazette of August 19 
Furcn, Avice, Tuomas Fivog, and Harry Tinee, Besbold, 
Wigan Pet Augié Ord Aug 16 
Bivanam, Ricnarp CHances Wittram, Barnes Close, 
Winchester Pet July 18 Ord Aug 15 
Amended notice substituted for that published ia the 
London Gazette of August 23 ; 
Patturs, Davin, Neath, Giam, Groxr Neath Pe 
19 Ora Aug 19 ; sista 


Southampton Pet 


London Gazette.—Turspar, Aug, 30. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


BanvaS;"Tuomas, Middlesborough, Labourer Stockton on 
Tees Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 24 
Be.t, Artur, Bradfo:d, Painter [radford Pet Aug 25 


Ord Aug 
Bisnop, James, Halesworth, Suffolk, Watchmaker Great 
Yarmouth Pet Aug 13 Ord Av 
Cots, Frepenicx, Kidderminster, Sean Manufacturer 
idderminster Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
Cor.estos£&, Furp, Harberton, nr Seen Devon, Baker 
Plymouth Pet Aug 16 Ord Aug 26 
a aire, Toomas Ev.eray, .jun, Windermere, West- 
riand, Grocer Kendal Pet Aug 27 Ord Aug 27 
D’ ame Epmuoxp Savory, Notting ‘Hill gate, Medical 
Bigh Court’ Pet July 26 * Au 
1 Ord A © m grove High Court et Saly 26 
ELD, ILLIAM, a Kent, Farm i 
e PetAug 8 Ord A . se naan 
ABWOOD, GEORGE pm hg Heigham, Norwich, Druggist 
= Norwich _ mF ’ Gel aun be 
AINsworTH, Grorce WasuinoTow, Girlington, Bradf rd, 
Labourer Bradford Pet aug 25 Orda r 
Josepn, ay erga Somerset, Baker 
= aa gd Ord Aug 26 
jUTOHINSON, JOHN, Patterdale, Westmorland, Innk 
Carlisle Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 ee 
Joxgs, Daxiet, Skewen, nr Neath, Coal Miner Neath 
Pet Aug 25 Ord A: | 
s, Tuomas, Moor Fine an Publisher High 
Court Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 26 
Motianry Dexe, so ae Lancs, Builder ~ Stock- 
Aug 27 Aug 27 
Puitusrs, Auraep, Pontlott Glam, Grocer Merth 
Tydfil Pet Avg 16 Ord Aug 3 - 


Yeovil 


Procrox, Amos, _ Organ Builder Sheffield Pet 
Aug27 Ord Aug 27 
~~ a Gower st High Court Pet June 29 Ord 
Roster, Swe. yaa Doctor Huddersfield 
—— Ord Aug 25 
teu oun, Gravesend, at Coal Merchant Roches- 
ae ter moe | Ord Aug 25 : 
a¥vorD, Harry Frepericx, 0) 
pee mazes, F rere dham, Grocer Oldbam 
a. Liverpool, Baker Reread Pet July 20 
er Jouy Tuomas, ae, Bootmaker Wake- 
field Pet Aug 2% Ord Aug 
Townszyp, be yey Bow, Devon — " pxeter Pet 
Avg 27 Ord Aug 27 








Waees, 2 osem, Lombard st t High Court Pet Aug 10 
ug 25 
Waits, Joas Hapiey Campsets., em General 
Caster Birmingham Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 26 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 29: 
Lows, Wrutram, Scotter, Liacs, Grocer Lincoln Pet 
July 11 Ord July 22 
RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Wuire. Exity Tuzersa, liverpool, Boot Dealer Liver- 
pool Ord Junel7 Reec Aug 12 


FIRST MBETINGS. 


Aupen, Wituram Caarczs, Hempton Hill, Newsagent 
Sept 7 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London B idge 
Baxen, Bexsawix How ann, Liverpool, D 
at2 Off Rec, Victoria st, Liverpoo! 
Beit, Agravne, Bradford, Painter Bept 8 8 atil Off Rec, 
$1, Manor row, Brad | 
Beuaxy, Joun Heyry, Gt Grimsby, Smackowner’s 
Manager Sept 6 at J1 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt 


Grimsby 

Baay, Frepenicx James, London st, Pad in, —— 
Contractor Sept 7 at 12 Bankruptcy bi "Carey st 

Brooks, Harry, Southend on Sea, Bricklayer Sept 7 at 3 
Off Rec, 95, Temple ve neey Tem le avenue 

Couey, Epwagp, a Sept 7 at 12 
174, ae ragghaan 

Courtyey, Wittram Hewry, Moseley, Worcs, Clerk Sept 


9 at ll 174, Corporation st, Bi 74 

—S Jermyn st, St James’s pt7ati Bank- 
itey bldgs, Carey st 

Dy oom, Ly. Feaxcis, Westbar, Sheffield, Licensed 

Victualler Sept 7 at 2.30 Off Ree, Figtree In, Sheffield 


Fawortt, Rosert, and Wittiam Fawoert, Withington, 
Lancs, — Sept 7 at 3.15 Off ee, Byrom st, 


Manches' 

Piet — - a Abate, Mon, Grocer z Oat 6 at 11.30 

Rec, Westente chmbra, ee ag he 
enue, Writiam Ricuakn, Plymouth , Bralterer gtted ¢ 
™ 11 er Res, 6 ones Se Pls .. 
ANSEN, a i arding ote — 

7 at 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo! | 

Sean ~ £. betes Retail Clothier Sept 1 " at12 Off 
Reo, 22, Perk row, 

Haw«yarp, Wituiam Wixw, Leeds, bo Merchant 
Sept 8 at12 Off Rec, 22, Park row 

Hiscock, Waurer Isaac, c, Hilperton, Wits, s, Wheelwright | 
Sept 7 at 12.30 Off jaldwin st, B 

James, Hawsan Maggs Ventnor i¢ Ww, Penitercr Sept 
12 atli Off Rec, Newport, | 

Jones, Farperice, St John’s rth New Wandsworth 
Electrical Engineer Sept 6 at 11,30 24, Railway app, | 
London Bridge 

wee Groras, Birmingham, Tailor Sept 7 at ol 
174, Corporation st, Sionianee 

Kxos, Ay pers, Tokenhouse bl Yn g Merchant Sept | 
7 at 12 tare, Feb ben 

Kyow es, Frawx, Finsbury Park r Gept 7 at 11 Bank- | 
ruptey bldgs, Carey 

Kyte, Bexsamix, Canditt, Butcher Sept 8 at 11,30 Off | 
Ree, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Mc FRTRICH, Grorcr, Sheffield, Parcel ray Agent | 
Sept7 at3 Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 

Maxcereson, James, West Bridgford. Nott«, Commercial | 
Traveller Sept 6at12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, 
Nottingham 

May, Cuanzes, Canton, Cardiff, Fried Fish Dealer Sept 9 | 
at 11 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Pitxrxetrox, Timotny, Blackpool, Joiser Sept7 at 3.30 
Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Rees, WiitiaM, L'anelly, Grocer Sept 6atil Off Ree, 4, 
Queen st, Carmarthen 

Reryxoips, GERALD Gronae, Avonmouth, Clak Sept 7 at 
12 Off Ree, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Sroxe, CHARLES Rosesr, Cratched Friars, ees 
Victualler SeptSati1l Bankruptcy beg at Carey st 

Srrose, Esenxezer Greoror, Grangetown, i 
Sept Sat11 Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Tuomas, Jonx, Pembrey, Ca:marthens, Assistant Schuol- 
master Sept 6 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Car- 
marthen 

Townsexp, 
10.30 





Wi tuiam, Bow, Devons, Farmer Sept § at 

‘Off Ree, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Warrick, Apert, Crose , nr Leeds, Violin Manu- 
facturer Sept 12at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Wuireneap, Ricnarp James, and Jon» Cox, Birmingham 
Camera Makers Sept 8 at 11 174, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

Wipro, Jonx, 8t Anne’s on the Sea, Lancs Sept 7 at 3 
Off Rec, 14, ane st, Preston 

Woop, Harry, We ont. Yorks Sept 8 at3. Off Ree, 
22, Park row, Leed. 

Wricsr, James a Blackpool, Tai‘or’s Assistant 
Sept 7 at 2.30 Off Res, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

ADJUDICATIONS. 


Astins, Groner Samvet,- Iiford, Essex, Fine Art Pub- 
lisher High Court Pet Augi0 Ord Aug 27 

Barveu, Tomas, woe Labourer Stockton on 
Tees Pet Aug 24 Ord Aug 2 

a, 8, Bradford, mm dy Bradford Pet Aug 25 

ug 26 

Cm, Epwakp, Birmingham, Boot Dealer Birmingham, 

Pet July 20 Ord Aug 27 


ter Sept 7 | 
Isogeyv, Arriva Frepericn, Kelvedon, Essex, Tonkeepak ~ 
| _ Golchester Pet Augi2 Ord 25 


ee Wittrau Hewey, Moseley, “pas Clerk Bee 
Pet Aug15 Ord Aug 27 


Cnosrawarre, Tromas Ramey, ¥ 23 Windermere, Wees ¢ 
Kendal g 


and, Grocer Aug 27 Ord Aug 


Foor, Frepenics, Yeovil, Pater Yeovil Pet “ie a 


Ord Aug 27 
Gittins, Tiworny Hewrtr, Liverpool Liverpool Pet 
| May 24 Ord Aug 25 
| Harxswortn, Georae Wasuinoroy, Girlington, Bradford, 
|“ Yabourer Bradford Pet Aug 25 Ord Aug 35 
Manganenes, Roser, Seaforth, Fruit Daler Liverposb, 
Pet July 23 Ord Aug 26 
Hawkes, Saran, Luton, Beds Luton Pet Aug 2% Ore 


| Aug 27 4 
Heture, Myer, Cheetham, en Draper Mae — 


chester Pet Aug23 Ord Aug 2: 
| Hvtontxsox, Jouw, Patterdale, Westmoriant, Tanke 
Carlisle’ Pet Aug 26 Ord Aug 


Lug 
Joss, Danieu, Skewen, nr Neath, Coalminer Neath PA 
Aug 25 Ord Auz 25 
Lean, Cuanies, Carnarvon, Boot Dealer 
July 4 Ord Aug 24 


Court Pet July 19 Ord Aug 27 a 

McCuttoves, Davio, Lewisham, Kent, Furrier High 

Court Pet Aug9 Ord Aug 25 4 

me ae a a Lancs, Builder 
u 


: gt te tlott M thyr 
‘oatlo er! 
Aupi6 Ord Aug 27 
Rowpee Re ™~ ae, Plymouth Plymouth Pet Aug 
8 27 
Soamea Haeny Feeverics, Oldham Grocer Oldham — 
Aug 24 Ord Aug 25 
Srernenson, Joun Taomas, Wakeficld, Bootmaker Walkie 
field Pet Aug 23 Ord Aug 26 
| Towssenp, by Bow, Devon, Farmer Exeter Peg 
Aug rd A’ 
Vesey, ~~ Coon Jermyn st,8t James’s High Court 
Pet June 23 Ord-.A 


Amended notice alesis for that ae in the: 
London Gazette of July 29 


5 + Grocer 


Pauuire, Aa ~~ * 


Lows, Wi.itam, ae. Lines, Grocer Lincoln Pe 


July it Ord July 22 








* AW.—A Solicitor and Notary of great © 
£10.— 


experience desires a Situation; salary 
InczRrTsA, 2, Mareden-street, South Shieids. 





EDE AND SON, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT. 
| To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole 
Judicial Benua, — of Loudom &e; 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS, 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


baie and Gowns for Registrars, Towe | 


erks, and Olerke of the Peace. 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 








Telephone No. 5, HOLBo’ 
Telegraphic A ahenr = ~ BIsKBROK, Loxpox.” 











NDS, 


PROFESS 


PROMPTITO 


LOW CHARGES. 


Bangor Bek 4 
Lioy ewer L, Victoria av, Bichupagete st, Boot Dewar 7 


Fo BAW peri wMin em ae lhc 


Btocks 
Nixon, “Tans 5 Lamers, Cumberland, Parmer, Carlile 
; 


ROBE ASA MAKERS, ; 


oftty 


Corporation Robes, Universityand Clergy Gowrs, 


it NS a Ae? 








